- February 17,2004 CPC

~ STAFF’S _
"REQUEST ANALYSIS -
RECOMMENDATION -

" 04PS0146

. First Commonwealth Church S
(First Commonwealth Church Regal Center)

Clover H111 Magrstenal;Drstnct_ e
- North Line of Hull -Street Road -

- REQUEST: Approval of amendments to the sign package in - order to re-use: the;

ex1st1ng sign: onglnally designed for a multr—theater complex

RECOMMENDATION |

_Whrle staff cannot support the apphcant s request as submrtted staff can recommend
approval of an amended 51gn package wrth two (2) condrtrons for the following reasons f_ e

A

- recommending reducmg the size of the sign.-

The ongmal package is much more restnctrve in regard to burl_ -
‘mounted signage. Application of current Ordinance standards will e ensurery G
that the church will be able to use the burldmg-mounted signs they have =

- ‘The current Ordmance does not allow refaclng the freestandmg s1gn, as 1t, 2

exceeds current Ordinance size ‘requirements by 100%. The current S

' Ordmance allows a freestandmg sign of ﬁﬁy (50) square feet.

- The orrgmal s1gn package allowed for an exceptron to the ‘minimum

square footage in order for the now defunct ; ‘movie theatre to advert1Sev. s
movies on a: changeable copy board The current anchor in the complexis = -
a church, and does not requlre -as much s1gnage ‘therefore staff, 1s,.:_~ S

requested, and will allow for addltlonal bulldlng .signage for the other fj |
tenants thhm the center

Providing a FIRST CHOICE‘Cémmdhity;Thmrigh Excellence in Public Service. -



CONDITIONS
- 1.-  The prev10us sign: package shall no longer apply and current Zomng_
' Ordmance standards shall apply in regard to 51gnage S

2. Burldmg-mounted signs shall be individually mounted channel letters,
‘with the exception of the church bulldmg, which | may employ the s1gnage '
as-shown in the attachment _

(Note Condition one (1) wrll require the freestandmg sign in the attachment to be
reduced in size to approximately 129.25 square feet, in order to comply with. the Sign

Ordinance refacing requirements. For future refacing of the sign; staff recommends the -

51gn be constructed to ninety-nine (99) square feet in order to be less ‘than a 100% -
-increase above the Ordinance requrrement of fifty (50) square feet for the freestandmg: R
s1gn ) S

GENERAL INFORMATION

Assocrated Public Hearln Case | -

| 87SO45 - Genito .ForeSt'Associate_s - o
Genito Forest Sign Package - January, 17,1989 - CPC _

Applicant:
First Cornmonwealth fChu_rch S
Locati'on' o '

North line of Hull Street Road and west line of Woodsong Dnve Tax IDs 744- -
1 684-7278 and 744-685- 0909 (Sheet 10)

Ex1st1ng Zonmg and Land Us

0-2 and C-3 (all w1th Cond1t10nal Use Planned Development) Shoppmg center _
and vacant .

Adj acent Zon‘ing and Land ‘Us

North R-12 Single famlly res1dent1a1
South - C-3; Shopping center
East -1I-1; Light Industnal

- West. - C-3 Shopping. eenter and vacant
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Size:

14.13 acres

BACKGROUND

Zoning and Sign Package History:

On July 22, 1987, thé Board of Supervisors approved Case 875045 to rezoh'e' the
~ subject property to C-3 and 0-2 with Conditional Use Planned Development. At

that time, the Board imposed the following condition:

2.

Sigg s. Prior to the erection of any signs, a compléte sign package,
to include typical colors, sizes, lighting, etc., shall be submitted to

" the P_lanning Commission for approval. Signs shall comply with-

the requirements of the respective '_zoningvclassivﬁcation,_unless =
modified by the Planning Commission through schematic plan-
approval. The sign package may include an identification sign for

* Genito Forest Subdivision which shall be paid for, and maintained

by, the developer and shall be in addition to the signs permitted by -
the requirements of the respective zoning classification and/or the
Planning Commission. =~ x : ' ’

“ " On March 8, 1989, the Planning Commission approved a sign,p'ackage for Genito

Forest Shopping Center. At that time, the Commission imposed the following -

conditions:

L.

Only one (1) ﬁeesta'ndi'ngt sign shall be. 'permitted.. It shall b’e a
monument-type and the signfield shall be opaque. The sign face
shall not exceed 196 square feet and the height shall not exceed

fifteen (15) feet. _

Building-mounted signs shall comply with Co_rridor Overlay -
District standards, except that a logo of no more than forty (40)
square feet shall be permitted on the theater building complex.

Letter colors shall be submitted in-conformance with the Martin
Senour colors, but limited to a consistent color scheme of not more
than five (5) colors. ' :

" It -should be noted that the Corridor - Overlay District sign - regulations only -
permitted a freestanding sign of 100 square feet and twenty (20) feet in height to -

identify a shopping center. Building-mounted signage is further restricted tono

more than one (1) square foot per two (2) feet of Vbui;ldin‘g frontage, with a =
minimum of twenty (20) square feet and a maximum of 150 square feet. Staff's
recommendation was to not allow any exceptions to Corridor Overlay standards. :
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The applicant was requesting a freestanding sign of seventeen (1 7) feet in height
and 200 square feet in area, of which 105 square feet was. to be used for
- advertising movies at the newly constructed cinema. They also requested 336.5
square feet of signage for. the movie theatre building, which should only have -
been permitted ninety-six (96) square feet under the Ordinance in effect at that -
time. o ' - ' L : E

Current Proposal:
Project Identification ’Si'ggv nage:

First Commo_nWealtl-lu Church has since ‘occupied the cinema- building, and

. requests approval to reface the freestanding sign by removing the ‘old ‘cinema o

- panels which are unused and replace those faces with panels to identify individual -
tenants within the shopping center. A small ‘area of changeable copy is also

proposed. The total square footage of the sign would be unchanged.

The current Zoning Ordinance would require that if this sign is to be refaced, that
. it must be brought within fifty (50) percent of the amount of which is non-
conforming ‘in regard to area and height. ‘This would require. the sign to be
reduced in sign area to 129.25 square feet and no reduction in height. Since the
original sign was approved as an exception to allow more area for movie

advertising, the need for such a large amount-of signage no longer exists.
Building-Mounted Signage:

The applicant intends to amend the existing sign package to permit changes mthe
building-mounted signage for the church (former cinema) building. The applicant
proposes 158.83 square feet of signage. The current ~Zoning Ordinance allows

174 square feet of signage on the building. R

- The applicant has not requested any changes to the regulations for the remaining
shopping center signage, however, it is suggested that the prior sign package
condition pertaining to. Corridor Overlay standards be removed in order to allow.
~the church’s request to follow the current Ordinance. The zoning condition '
- - suggests that the signage be similar, therefore staff recommends allowing the
large church building be permitted to use box signs and requiring the remaining
- ‘tenants to use channel letters. Under this situation, color limitations would no
 longer be enforced. ' : : o S

~ CONCLUSIONS
This shopping center was formerly ‘anchoring a movie tﬁcételj,“~ justifying a large amount

of signage to be approved in 1989. The current anchor is a church, which does not »
require nearly as much signage. The current Zoning Or dinance standards do ot permit
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refacing the existing s1gnage therefore staff recommends demal of the applicant’s request
and approval of the alternative condltrons suggested herem

- CASE HISTORY

Planning Commission Meeting (10/21/03): |

'On their own motion, the Commlssmn deferred thlS case to the December 16
2003 pubhc hearmg

Planning Commission Meetirlg (12/16/03):

On their own motron the Commlssmn deferred thls case to the February 17 2004
publlc hearing.
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‘-

E AYES“ Messrs. Mlller, ’Belcher, Kelly, Warren, and P f

- Tax Map 49-10.

- approval; £ or .

- Mr, Turner presented t:he :
- received a letter from th
"signi would not .exceed: fift:e but
sign .area. would be -196: square feet, He explained that .the applicant further

He - -
stated that this reducticm would be in accordance with the Corridor Overlay.

e |

2. . Hand:.capped parking spar:;es shall be designed with. access from. -_,’ oth |

+  gides..of a 'vehicle directly to a sidewalk (P)

3. Direct access to Mount Pisgah Dr:lve shall not be permitted

4.  The storm sewer serving this site:shall be extended tg the east to

- tie. into e:nsting storm sewer 1n Village Marketplac

fShopping Cen-
ter. (EE) L i

...5. :Raised 1andscaped islands shall be ‘provided at
' of parking. (P)

'.,- . . !

MERCHANTS TIRE

Mr. 'l‘urner Btated t:het the applicant proff ed that no mechanical equipment: o
would be :.nstalled on the Too ~of the “st cture' * He stated that staff sug~

v/ an "A" des:lgn or: false gable which‘l oo
. would improve the appearance of»:.the bu ' ding.~: e : ‘ :

request and mthdrew l:he rer
relative to buildlng—mounte
ment, -that ‘a parapet. h-aving

Lding
would be :lnstalled 31 :

eal equipment on the roof of the building.

On motion of Mr £ Warren, seoonded hy Mr. A Kelly, theCom:Lssion resolved that' :

e to.building elevations - 3
it thereby was grauted, subject to the follow—_

ndmentr to sche

’

Ao mechanical equipment shall be insralled on the. roof of- the building.»

_ES: Messre. Miller, Belcher, Kelly, Warren,: and Perkins. o

='-;GENITO FOREST- SHOPPING CENTER - BROOKS GRAY SIGN COMPANY

Tax. Map +49~9- and -Tax.. Map., 49—10 CloVer Hi 1 :Magisterial Dist:rict:

ck i:round information. H
,pplicant which- indicate
(15) feet in height; -

indicated a reduction in ‘the f,buildiug-mounted sign to 190 square feet,

I3 v lamicAa ltivsrearaa 2 rawrt '_'111';1

rep Sentative, ‘came forward to represent’ t:h:!.sA A
st/ for ah. smendment to: schematic conditions
: He stated m‘.th regard to the roof .it eat—

Willey agreed to proffer that

ated that staff had'
it the freestanding'_
“the proposed overall



District standards, with the exception of the logo which congisted of an
- overall area of -forty (40) square - feet. With: regard to Condition 3, Mr.

Turner stated that the applicant intended: to . uge Martin -Senour colors, howev-

- er, staff found that the paint colors. proposed were regular house paint col~
: ors, rather than sign colors and, therefore, 1nappropriete for use.

Mr. Ed. Willey, the applieaut s representative, came forwerd to represent this'-
request. He stated that the applicant requested. an exception to the Overlay
Distriet gign requirement baged on the distance of the proposed sign from Hull -
Street.: -He requested approval of the’ logo for the freegtanding sign;. as well
as the building-mounted sign. : Mr. Willey stated that the sign-colors would be
in accordance with those colors: which were used in the Village Marketplace and

‘would be based on colors from the Martin Semour color chart.. - He submitted,

copies. . of “the color ehart to the Commission for their ‘review. He alao ;
explained that under the existing Ordinance, the shopping center and. movie'
theater were entitled to two (2) signs.

The. Commission rev;ewed the colar chart.

Mr. Jacobson gtated that a limitation was pleced‘onythe7sign colors Whiehfﬁere
used for the Village Mhrketplace. ‘ ‘ s

In reSponse to a questiou by Mr. Werren, MI. Willey egreed to comply w1th the
sign coloxr requirement as designated for Village Mhrketplace.

.In reeponse to a question by Mr: Miller, Mr. Willey agreed to comply with the'

Corridor Overlay “District standards. However, he requested an -additional -

~ forty (40)° square feet of theater space per the : previously approved conditions»‘

of zoning. .o : _, : : _ RPN

'The Commission further dlscussed the applicant 8 request for signage.

Mr. Millex stated that variations from the Corridor Overlay Diserict standerds .
would" create -additional problema. .. cel o

There was discussion relative to the . Zoning Ordinance ﬁtovisidn Whi¢ﬁ<regu¥

letes signage: 7 . : T . A Cor LA
i Ces

There Was no opp051t1on present.n ‘

On mntion of Mr,- Warren; seconded by Mr. Kelly, the Cnmmission resolved that B

schematic approval for Genito Forest Shopping Center shall be and 1t thereby;;

‘was.granted, subject to the follawing condition3°

CONDITIONS

1. :Only one (1) freestanding sign shall be permitted. :It shall be a
.v monument-=type and the- signfield shall be opaque, - The sign  face

ghall not. exceed 196 square feet and the height ehall not exceed_[
o fifteen (15) feet.. - : S :

2. Building-mounted 51gn3 shall. comply with Cnrridor Overlay Dietrictff
. standards, except that a logo of no more than forty (40) equare feet_
- .shall be permitted on the theater building eomplex.
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et |

‘3.  ‘Letterx cdldrs shall. be suBmitted- in conformarice with the Marcin 5

c :Senour colors; but limited to a consistent color scheme of not more
Tt T than five’ (5) colors. . SRS

AXES- Messrs. Belcher, Kelly, Warren, and Perkins

NAY”'M:". M:Lller. 2 . . o ST

[

: lot frontage. Furthermore, each ‘case  would be rev:.ewed on a,
‘basis, SR Sl o . .- oL ey

_ Ms. Bambi Barmette, Richmond Homebuilders Association, came Yorward and noted
support for the proposed stub road policy. -She question
ind;vidual cases thrOugh the adminiscrative review procesy’.
Mr. Banks explained the procedure for reviewing tent:.‘ves through the admln-
istrative process. He stated that this proposed pg dicy would provide staff

with a gutdeline to use in evaluating stub. roads ay/ part of oux administrative .

review.

Me, Caroldne Powers,> President of Saiisbn'w
forward and ‘noted opposition to stub roads.r
address traffic and " direct that traffic

-She -stated that Salisbury present]§ has. ‘fifteen (15) stub: Toads which. could be
developed for connection, She ‘4
Road. : ‘
" Mr. Frank Cowan, area reg

should be conszdered on :-case by case basis.

Ms. Faye Palmer, Balig
pr0posed stub road -alicy to’ consider eech Bituatlon on an 1ndividua1 basis.

Mr. Kelly indlc-'ed that his . preference w0u1d .be that eaeh 1ndividua1 case be

analyzed on a ghse by case. basie._

On motion g
recommend Approval of the stub road policy and that the following policy shall
‘be used As a'guideline in the review of tentative layouts.- Streets projected
to- capfy approximately 1,500 VED .or greater shall generally be designed and

consyfucted as "no lot" frontage styeets, Direct lot frontage may be permlt-j
by the Director of Planning on streets projected to carry between 1,500

'.:d 2,000 VPD under one or- more: of the following condltions'

-

° 217 IR0 1eMTRA G 1 YANTT IMTN

,ase-by-ease:

d the handling of .

- Homeowners: Association, came -
'She’ stated that area roads should
away from- the residential’ area of
Salisbury which would protect those roady and prevent them from becoming major :
collector roads, as well as feeder ropds for Route 288. She requested stub
road requirements exclude the connecyfon of prior stub roads:.and any require-
ments for future mandatory designatfon of stub road easements not be allowed. -

41t that atub road traff1c 1mpacts Wlnterfield i
dent, came forward. He'Stated_thatZStdb roade o

-ury re51dent, came forward She noted support for: the_

‘Mr. Warren, seconded by Mr, Perkins, the Commission resolved to
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" Beeembex—205-1988-686
‘January 17, 1989 CPC-
REQUEST ANALYSIS '

- AND :
~ RECOMMENDATION

Genito Forest Shopping Center :

Clover Hill Magisterial District -
North line of Hull Street Road

' .Schematic sign package approval._ __'*'

RECOMMENDATION

denial for the follow1ng reasons.

Conditions 1mposed at the time of zoning specifically state that”
signs shall comply ‘with .the requirements of the respective. zoning.
classification unless modified by -the Planning Commission through--
schematic plan: approval. ‘The number of freestanding signs permitted

on-gite are increased by an additional freestanding sign to identify
~Genito Forest Subdivision which was permitted by conditions ‘of =

zoning. In addition, the Planning: Commission -recently approved a’
freestanding sign for the Peoples Bank . ofrVirginia, on: adjacentw

‘property to the west, -and’ a freestanding sign. for Merchant s Tire
~and Auto Center on adjacent property ‘to the: east. :

Signs are regulated by the B-2 standdrds for shopping centers which

L permit one (1) freestanding Sign to 1dentify the entire project.

‘Approval of this sign package as submitted would allow four (4)

freestanding signs on: property along Route 360 haVing less than 400;

7 feet of road frontage. -
‘However, . should the Commission see fit to- grant a. freestanding sign to . identi—'
fy the shopping center and theater, staff recommends that ‘the sign be reduced.'

- in size and height to identify the shopping center and the tenants._

cowprITONS

-Only one (1) freestanding sign shall be - permitted. lt.shall’he’a'>

monument-type ‘and the signfield shall be opaque. - The 'sign face -
shall not exceed 100 square feet and - the: height shall not exceed L
fifteen (15) feet. ' : :

Building-mounted signs shall comply Wlth Corridor Overlay Districtf .

-.standards.

Either one (1) letter style or one (1) color shall be used to form aA_

-more cohesive sign program. .




O

P - 1
, !
!
GENERAL INFORMATION
-Developer: - . . e Genito Forest Associates

Engineer: '._'-s's At'=“_.-Brooks:Gra§ Sisn'Co.

Location: 'u_-.‘ _ : , Northwest quadrant: of Hull Street and’7

"Woodsong Roads.. Tax Map 49-9 (1) Part of

f,Parcel 31 and. Tax Map 49-10 (1) Parcels 2

Existing Zomimg: . ° B-2 with Cond:l.tional Use Planned
’ S R Development
Size: -lf.-' '7, »:I‘ 14, 5 acres

.Adjacent.Zoning,&vLand?Use::'ANorth - B—2 with Condltional Use Planned
' S T R Development, ‘Commercial - S
South = B=2 with’ Conditlonal Use Planned
- Development;. Commercial -
".East - Mrl Commercial

di-ufWest
, o
General Plan . :
-(Powhite/Route 288 . -
--Development Area;Land:f¢'
" Use.and Transpor Sl e S
. tion-Plan): TR .. Light commercial -and :;o'fzfice-_

- Mscussionf'”

“This shopping centeriwa H’ranted approval Ju1y122, 1987, . suﬁgect to thef“f
- ] ng:.  "Si Prior to erectio{fof-;

_ following condit
.- any signs, a co
- lighting, etc.,.
' uproval. Slgns s

de an 1dentifi
,sign “for Genito Fo

"ftained by, the deve

‘In accordance with condltions of zoning, the applicant requests approvall
‘>of the sign package for: the shopplng center/theater complex._ :

- Freestanding sign

vThe proposed sign will be a: monnment-style, seventeen (17) feet ina'

height, with. an opaque 51gnf1e1d. “The - fa eswili
200 square feet 1n ar‘ = This sign will ;

_g,Commi381onlthroughffl_v

he respectiue‘aoning clas iflcation and/or the'




which is fifty—81x (56) square feet in area,. and Genito Forest Shopping
Center and tenants, which measures approximately thirty—five (35) feet in

area. The sign will be painted royal blue masonry to match the building
and tile area w1ll match building design.

Buildingemounted.s1gns :

Individual letters,'twenty—four'(24)‘inches in-neight; on one (1) line of
. copy 1s proposed. ~The style and color.will be chosen by the individual

~ tenants.

The theater proposed -one (1) building identification . sign consisting of

one (1) corporate logo being three (3) feet, six (6) inches by seven (7):
feet, six (6) inches. One (1) set of letters being twelve (12) inches

tall. The total square footage of this display will be thirty-nine (39)

square feet. The signs will be individual letter type, internally illu~

minated, mounted flush to" the building surface. A theater directory is

proposed- which consists of one (1) changeable letter sign allowing the

display of nine (9) different movie titles. The display will have a
black opaque background with the copy . translucent. ~The total area of
this display to.be 297.5 square feet. The’ physical ‘measurement shall be
' five (5) feet. tall by fifty-nine (59) feet, six (6) inches.

Genito Forest Estates §455

This sign complies with the Zoning Ordinance..

. The Ordinance and conditions of zoning allow one (1) freestanding sign to

identify all uses on the request property, plus one . (1) additionmal e

freestanding sign to' identify the theafer, in - addition to -one (1)

freestanding sign to 1dentify Genito Forest Subdiv131on. Further, the.
' Ordinance permits theaters in a shopping center to have a freestanding - -~

sign and a sign attached to the principal building, provided the aggre-
gate sign area of both signs does not exceed 100 square feet in area.

This sign package depicts: approx1mately 196 square feet of sign area’ ong'

the freestanding sign and 336.5 square feet of building—mounted signage, . ‘.

- a total of 532.5 square feet which advertises the movie theater. Fur-.
.ther, the building is set back approx1mate1y 600 feet from Hull Street,-

Road.

- Staff feels approval of this request increases sign proliferation along'

this portion of the Route 360 Corridor.

If the Planning Comm1531on wishes to approve a freestanding sign,.it1~'
would be appropriate to: reduce the - square footage of the permitted:
building-mounted signage. Such reduction in ‘building-mounted signage .
should be compatible to the "square footage approved for ‘Peoples Bank of.

Virginia and Merchant's Tire and Auto Center. - The conditions of- zoning

permit the Commission to modify these regulations through schematic plan: -

approval. 1In additionm, Genito Crossing Shopping Center to the west, was
‘permitted freestanding signs on each out-parcel, provided they did mot
exceed fifty (50) square feet in sign -area and ten (10) feet in height.
. Recently interest has been shown in amending the sign,package to allow a

3 1/17/89/GENITO/SUBJA9/JAN17J




_greater height on the two (2) Shopplng center freestanding signs within"
- this center. Approval of this package will surely encourage such an: -
application to be filed

' Recently, the Planning Commission approved two (2) additional freestand—* B
ing signs, one (1) for: each out—parcel ‘at this site. If this request isg -
granted, there will be  a total of four (4)  freestanding signs on: the -
property which only has 400 feet of road frontage. . Since approval of .
this complex, -the ‘Route: 360 Corridor: ‘Overlay District was adopted ‘which '
permits less s1gn area.than allowed ‘through the original zoning.f*Al-~' '
though signs at the request site are' still regulated by the base 0rdi—5f"

_nance, the following conditions, 4f imposed, would insure - tha .

~and also signs 1 ated S
these conditions wouldj_?.}

" Corridor - Overlay Dist, ;standards within shopping centers or similarf
groups of buildings. (Condition 2) A :

-~ lected to encourage a.
ters have been grante

( Yoo Sl cAsE:nIs;:oM'

Planning Commiss1on Meet Hgﬁ(fk/20/88)

On motion of Mr. Warren,'seconded by Mr. KelLy, the Commission, atﬁthefjf,
request of. the applicant :deferred this request fo‘gthirty (30) day i

EERTENE . O SR g ( NITO/SUBJA9/JANIZI =
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"{{|GENITO FOREST SHOPPING
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WARFIELD OFFICE PARK -~ .. CHARLES C. TOWNES & ASSOC., P.C.
‘Tax Map 98-13 .- - S Bermuda Magisterial District

Mr. Jeff Collins, the applicant s representative. came forward and requested a
thirty (30) day deferral to allow the applicant time to address staff's con-
~ cerns relative to the driveway alignment and building style.

Mr, Perkins ‘suggested ‘the Commission accept - the applicant's request for a
thirty (30) day deferral, and further recommended that the Commission consider
" . deferral -of this request for a total of ninety (90) days, sixty (60) days of
vhich would be at the discretion of the Cowm1551on.

There was 1o opposition present. .

" On motion of Mr. Perkins, seconded by Mr. Warren, the Commission resolved to
defer Warfield Office Park to. the April 18, 1989, Planning Commission méeting.

AYES: Messrs. Miller, Belcher. Kelly, Warren, and Perkins.

WHITTEN BROTHERS ' ) J K. THMONS & ASSOCIATES P C.
Tax Map ‘16-11 S T , ‘Midlothian Magisterial: Diatrict

No' one came forward to represent this request.

Mr. Kelly stated the applicant had indieated that ‘he aCeepted the recommenda-

tion. - He stated that the” -applicant understood thig case would be considered'
at the Commiss:on 8 7:00 p.m.: Session. o

“Mr. Roger De La Berde, adJecent Property owner, came fnrward and - requested a

200 foot setback for accesa 1nto the adgaeent property from Midlothian'j
Turnpike, : . ‘

Mr, Msrk Riblett, Transportation Department, stated: that staff was in general
agreement with the location of the access; however, staff would determine the
. exact location of the aceess at. the time specific design plens are submitted

Mr.: Kelly suggested that Whitten Brothers. be: continued until 7:00 p.m. since
there was opposition to the réquest and it was the applicant’s understandins

that this case would be considered et the Planning Commiss:en 5 evening'
SESS.’I.OI!. LT e

It was,’ therefore, the consensus of the Ccmmission to eonsider Wh;tten Broth—
ers at-the -7: 00 p.m. session of ‘this public hearing. : e

CDK BUILDING (89PS0001) : '2: "> © . .. -. DEAN E. H.AWKINS ASIA : :
Tax‘Map 48-1 o : . Clover Hill Magisterial District

Mr. Dean Hawkins, the applicant 8 representetive, ‘came forward and indieated »
that he. accepted the recommended conditions X

- There was no opposition present.

3 1/17/89/CMINA9/JANI7MIN



On. motion of Mr..Warren, seconded by Mr. Belc.her, the Commiasion resolved that »
approval for CDK.Building (Case 89PS0001) shall be and it thereby was granted,

subject to the following ¢Ond1t10n$‘

CONDITIONS

. .shall be: installed prior to any land disturbance. -(EE)

'u"'2. Concrete curb and gutter shall be provided -around the proposedﬁ;g

storage area, (EE)

3., The storage area shall be paved with a: minimnm doubleshot tar . and
gravel treatment. (P) .

4. . .The" exieting maeonry wall screening the existing atorage area from.-

Genito Road shall be extended east to wrap ‘the northeast corner of

‘the storage. erea in the same manner it screens the existing storage
yard (P) : :

AYES' Mhssra. Miller, Belcher, Kelly, Whrren, and. Perkins.

YRONERIDGE CORPORATE CENTER 189930002) " J.K. TIMMONS & ASSOCIATES, P. c.

Tax Map 114—6 , » ¢ix . ‘ L Matoaoa Magisterial Distrlct

Mr. Charlie Pike, the applic‘“
that he accepted the recommended condition, as modified by the Addendum. “

There was’ no opposition presenc.r

On. motion of Mr. Belchi
_thereby'yas-granted? sub he following cOndltlon.{]

CONDITION

This Lsite shall be eo ‘eoted :.nto the overall pedestr:.an eircula---.

tion/walkway system for ubridge. (P)

AYES. . Messrs. M:.ller, Belcher, "Kelly, Warren, and Perk:.ns.

FIRST VIRGINIA BANK (89P80003) IR T

Tax Map 49—10 ' R Mhtoaca Ma; erial- District

M. Kirk, Turner stated modifioation of Condition 2 relative to the 51te-v

entrance. RN

‘Mr. Charlie Pike, the applica“
that he accepted the rec

d_condicions, as emended.;

There was no oppos:.tion : pre'sent,'

4 1/17/89/CMINA9/IANL7MIN

1. - The outfall improvemencs depicted on the original approved 51te plan ‘

s represenrative, came forward and indicated ‘

seco ded by My, Perki:ns, the Commission resolved e
‘that approval for Ironmbr dge Corporate Center (89P50002) shall be and it

, ASSOCIATES, P G.

g represencative, came. forward and - indicated =

-



SR |

-3, Letter colors shall be eubmit:ted in conformance with the Martin

. Senour colors; but limited -to.a consistent color scheme of not more
LT than five (5) colors. SR =

AIES- Mhssra. Belcher, Kelly, Werren, and Perkins

NAYH'Mr. Miller. (I v- o | ' '

Mr Jacobson explained that thefComm1551on w0uld review- a: stub- road policy for
adoption. ' ‘He' stated that the Tran5portation Department submitted "tecommenda~
‘tions. indicating that roads which are: anticipated to facilitate ‘gréater than
:.1;500 vehicles per: day would generally be designed as a'collector-Toad with no -

1ot frontage. Furthemore, each: case would be rev:f.ewed on a- case—by—eaae
‘basis, : : KR

Ms. Bambi Barne:te, Richmond: Homebuilders Association. ‘edme: forward and noted
support for the proposed stub xroad policy. :She questloned the’ handllng of
individual cases thrOugh the adminis:rative review process.-

[

-Mr. Banks explained the procedure for reviewing tentativea thxough the admin-

istrative process. He stated that this proposed policy would provide ‘staff- B

with a gutdeline to use in evaluating stub: roads as: part of our administrative
review, . . . : . . 3

Me, Caroline Powers, President of Salisbury Homeowners| Association, came - .
 forward ‘and ‘noted opposition to:stub roads. She stated that area roads should'
address traffic and’ direct that traffic away From- the ‘residential’ area  of
Salisbury which would protect those roads and. prevent them from becoming major -
collector roads, as well as feeder roads for Route 28 .. She requested stub -
road requirements exclude the -connection of prior stub oads:.and ‘any require-
_ments for future mendatory desi nation of stub road:
She-stated that Salisbury: presently has fi;teen (15) stu
developed for connection. She felt that stub road trafi
Road.'

> impacts Winterfield.

Mr. Frank Cowan, area res:.dent, came forward He stated that .stub roeds '
should be considered on a case by case basis. ' ' '

Ms. Faye Palmer, Salisbury reszdent, came forward She noted support for the'
pr0posed stub road policy to consider each aituatmn on- an :.ndividual basis. '

Mr. Kelly ind:.cated that his preference wcmld .be that: each mdividual case be -
analyzed on a case by case basis. , .

On motion of Mr. Warren, seconded by Mr., Perkins, the: Gommission resolved: to
recommend approval of the stu’b road policy and that the: -following policy shallg'
be used .as a''guideline in the .review of tentative layouts.. Streets projected
to- carry approximately 1,500 VPD .or greater ‘ghall. genexally be designed and

constructed. as "no lot" frontage ‘stxeets, Direct lot frontage may be permit-
ted by the Director of’ Planning on: streets projected to. carry between 1, 5001"
‘ and 2 000 VPD - under one or- more: of the following conditione" ‘

-
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1t8 not be=allowed.,'
oads which could be ..





